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By the Abuſed QUAKER. 


Heir charge (in their Mercury 'of Fune 11. 1692.) upon 
the Quakers, as ſpeakzng contemtibly of rae Bible, is colt= $4 muel Fiſher, and the People called Quakers, on his account, con- 
tradicted by themſelves in their not cniy ſaying, they e- cerning the Holy Scripture. 
qual Apocryphz with Scrptare, but alſo in accuſing Samuel Their Charge that rhey not only equal the Appecripha, but their own 
Fiſher, for eſteeming ſome of thoſe Books called the: A- Writings with it, and indeed more than equal their own Writings unto 

z pha of as Divine Original, as thoſe called Canonical ; and them, for they plainly prefer them before 'em (1. e. the Scriptures) both 

*for laying, it ſuch Synodsas ſhouldered out all thoſe Books from which we utterly deny. Firſt, That we ſo equal our own Wr1- 

* ſharing with the other writings, in what they lay juſt claim ro tings. And ſecondly that we ſo preter them, we make no 1ſuch 

© had been ſpiricually diſcerning, they would have ſeen cauſc to Compariſon, bur prefer the Spirit to the Letter, as Paul did. And 

© have joyned ſome, at leaſt, of theſe Apocryphal Scriptures to an we prefer the Scriptures before all other Books and Writings, 
© equal Participation of the Plea of Divine Original, and Inſpiration extant inthe world. | 
© with the reſt: And further that whatever is truly to be predica- And as for our believing, or affirming, that the Holy Ghoſt 

*red of the one, or ean be pleaded ſollidly on the behalf of the one, ſometimes moves among us to ſpeak, or prophehe. 

© which you call your Canon ; as to the Divinity of their Original, This our ſcornful Alverſaries (inſtead of confuting) do ſcoff 

the ſame may be pleaded on the behalf of nor a few of the other, and deride, ſaying, they have learned to be Gods Ape, Which be- 

© inſtancing 2d of Eſdras, Epiſile of Fer. Eccleſiaſticus, Wiſdom of $o+ ſpeaks their Leviry and Prophanefs, (if not Atheitm) as well as 
© I1mon, Ignorance of (Jod*s Promiſes, for his pouring our of tis Spirit in 
From all which obſerve, that Samuel Fiſher is ſo far from ſpeak- the Jatter days, and the Effects thereof : And pray whar Scripture 


T hus you may ſee how unjuſtly theſe men have miſrepreſented . 


ing contemptibly of the Bible, that he conteſies the Scriptures which 
are eſteemed Canonical, to be of Divine Original and Inſpiration, ang 
argues for Some, at leaſt of thoſe Apocryphal Scriptures to part!- 
cipate of the Plea of Divine Originaut and Inſpiration (and to does 
ſorhe of your own Doors). How ſhould-he then contemn the 
Bible ? Or with the Papiſts invalidate the Authority of thoſe 
Writings, as charged, when he confeſſes them to be of a Divine 
Original and Authority ? T he Apocryphat Scriptures he modeſtly owns 


have rhey tor their Stile, in calliug us God's Ape? T heſe are the 
Perſons that profeſs the Scripture to be their Rule, but ſeeing 
they will have it that, we equal our Writings with the Scripture, in 
ſaying, rbus (aiih the Lord; and G. F. Fuuior ſaying, What 7 have 
written are the words which the Father gave me 10 wrize: The this be 
{Hort of proving their Charge, yet ir contradicts their talſlv, ſay- 
ing we ſpeak conzempeibly of the Bible, for we do not ſpeak con» 
remptibly of our own Writings herein, when we believe any of 


foms of theni, to be of the ſame Authority which theſe men deem them contain Words given us of God. 


--Popery, fo that it ſeems the Bible is morg magnified by Samel,Fi* Another charge is, That they will by no means allow, the Bible to be 


ſher, than by theſe pretended Athenians, _ \, theWord of God, Whileſt we allow the Bible to be what it faith: 
And 'risobſetyable that after they have inſtanced Som. Fiſhers of jt ſelf, that is, 4 book we prefer before all other writings and books, 
Book, for ſome Apocryphal Scriptures to be of Divine Original, 7 book containining the Holy Scriptures, and words of God ; firſt given 
they dare nor in plain words deny, nor do they refute what he þy Djvine Inſpiration, as well as containing a true Hiſtory of the Devils, 
ſays it that Caſe; but conclude with a ſcornful Reflettion, and and wicked Mens Words and Aftions , for warning againſt them. I think 
falſe-infinuation, viz. hence we may jndge, whether he travelled t0 ng hofeft man will condemn us either for contemning the Bible, or' 
Rome for nothing. And yet we prelume they dare not ſay, that the Holy Scriptures on this account. And tho the Bible, or Books, 
none of the Apocryphal Scriptures, were given by Divine Inſpira- as made up of Paper, Ink, and Literal Charaers, will wax old, 
rion, decay and moulder in time (as S, F, faith) Yet the word of God, 
Their other falſe charge, againſt the Quakers in general, on yy which all things are upheld, together wirh thoſe divineTruths; 
Samuel Fiſhers account is, vixg. Laſtly, They uſe the ſame detra#ed | Jottrines, and Teſtimonies contained in the Holy Scriprures,will 
Expreſſions concerning it, with the Papiſts and Feſuiss, calling it @ Noſe }jve and endure for ever 3 and this can be no contempt of Holy 
of Wax, a Leſbian Rule, a dead Letter, &c. and bid us ſee S. Fiſher, Scripture, nor contemptible ſpeaking ot the Bible, any morethan 
p. 48, of Rufficus ad Accidemtcos, And we would have chem ſee it rg ſay, the Foundations of the Earth which God laid, and the 
betrer. 1ſt, That there is no proof againſt the People called Heavens which are the Works of his Hands (tho a more copious 
Quakers, that they call the Scripture, 4 Noſe of Wax, &c. Se- book than the Bible) yer they ſhall wax old as doth a Garment, 
condlv, Nor doth Samuel Fiſher {o call it with the Papiſts and Je- and they ſhall periſh ; but he (that word that made them) re- 
ſuirs (as falſly charged) * But thar in its meaneſt, and molt al- maineth the ſame, and his Years fail not, Pſal, 102. 25, 26, Heb, 
*rered, and adulterated Capacity, as wrelſted and torn, and like 2, ,, to, rt, 
© Noſe of Wax; twiſtei and ewined into ſeveral Shapes by mens Bur trom W.P. in his Key of their Principles, p. 240, they 
© untrue Tranſcripts, Variety of LeCtions, and Seances enrougi Charge, uit. © That the Quakers deny the Scriptures (or Writings) 
© Miſrenderings, corrup: Copying* , Correctings, and Com- « ;1 by the Word, is becauſe they never cal! themſelyes ſo, bur de- 
* mentings, &'c Wirh more of che ſame [mport, natu- © nominate Chriſt by thar Ticle,and char'ris in reverence to Chriſt, 
rally depending thereupon,” in all which he does not appear upon © Yea and nor with any diſeſteem of the Holy Scriptures, nor any 
his own Judgment and Principle, to give the Holy Scripture the «© ,oynon Falacy, as theſe Men fafly judge, which is rheir common 
Title of 2 Noſe of Wax. &c. But infers 1t as the contugyes of conrfe torecriminate , when. they, cannot give a fair -Replica- 
ſach-Mens. Abuſe of it, who alter, advkerate,. wreſt, rw7lt and ejon. Bur how do they defire the word of God with their Lear- 
wine it : Therefore you pretended Athenians have dealr very diſ- ning > They grant Chriſt i calfed the Word of Goff figuratively, be- 
iogeniouſly in chis matter. Firſt, In thus charging the Quakers ca/e he proceeds from vim, rhat the Scriptures are more properly bis 
in General, from a Particular.Secondly, In perverting Sam. Fiſhers 1/erd tho written, not the very Letters, which & ridiculous to ſuppoſe, 
Words and Senſe to an evil End, never deſigned by him 3 that ar was never affirmed (how then is the Bible the Scriptures, ot 


he ſhould one while own the Holy Scripture to be of Druine Origi- 
nil and Inſpiration, aed another while contempribly rerm it a Noſe 
of Wax; is ſo monſtruous char tis incredible to rational men, elpe- 
cially to ſuch as knew him, his Sobriety and Learning, which he 


the Writing the Word / TÞ hus inconfiſtent are theſe men). Bus 
the Senſe and Divome Truths therein contained, and thereby conveyed unto 
18, and by the Co-operatton of God's Spirit working in us Faich and Obes 


dience, which come by Hearing and the Word of God, Thar its proper to 


himſe!f ſer liccle by in Compariſon of the Excellency of the Di- call them the Word of God, tho-Gbriſt i ſo alſo, (thus far Athenians.) 


vine Knowledge of Chriſt Jeſus,which God in Mercy made him a 

Partaker of, : l be : 
Befides he wrir of the Scriptures under divers conſiderations, 

and conſidered ir in i:'s primitive, beſt, and pureſt Aſpe#, as ar 


W hence it follows, that when they cal! the Bible (or thoſe 
books) the Word of God, 'or when they call the Seriprures, written 
the Word of God, more properly than Chriſt : (lr ſeen.s ther's ſeve= 
r2] degrees of Compariſon in the Caſe. We are not to tinderſtand 


«© firſt given forth, declaring himſelf ro be No Pander for.the Papiſts , the very Letters, or writing in Jak and Paper, to be the word) 
© 25 behed, bis @-juſt, plain, and impartial Pleader for th? Scripture 3 (rnar's improper) bur tne Sence and O1yire T ruths therein con- 


* 4 Deer of right ro thoſe Holy Writings, which are egrediouſly wronged 
* by both Papiſts and Proteſtants, and vindicates many, falſly ſuppoſed 
©":o be Slighters and Diſowners of the Scripture, i. e. (Our Friends) 
© chat they do own, value, honour and exalt the Scripture, both in aſcrib- 
© Ing &l that 10 it which it aſſumes to it ſelf, and in Preaching and pra- 
© Fiſeng ther boly Life which is the end of it (Thus far S.F.) in his 
very Anſwer. unfairly ciced againſt him, p. 48, 49 9 his Kuſticus, 
erical, and Expoſtalatory Exertitations 


rained, and thereby conveyed unto us by the Co-operation of Gods 
Spirit working in us Faith aud Obedience, &c. And fure!y this 
is more than the writings, books or Scriptures wricten, therefore 
they are not properly called the Word, but rather that which. is 
the living Word, or Spirit of God, which worketh in us Faick 


and Obedience,and conveys unto usthe Senſe *and Divine Truths _ 


of the Scriptures ; and we are ſure thar this iving Ecttnal. Word 


is ofren meuaioned the Scriptures; bur hefer hind cthar-the Holy Pets 
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men (or ſeveral of them) call their 3Vritings the Word, *equch leſs 
that zt may be fo proved from one hundred places in Scrip:irels, Fott 


K'cked!y . 1hus foul ard fa'lly to clargens 


they have Ucor. \ 
\ ther Lave very blirdly ſought ro ſmite us in 


ana tf they, bare 


which we have butthele Athenians bare tay fo, inſtead. df® any the Dark, in tFeir Cark Etivy, but miſled their Blow; for the 


real Scripture proof, their calling tbe Writings the Word of God, 
we are gotten over, and that on their own felt conttadicting Con- 
ceſſion b*fore. T hat the Divine T'raths conveyed by the Co-ope- 
ration of Gods Spirit, working Faith in us (and not the very 
Letters or Writings) are the word of God, in theſe Mens unſta- 
ble Senſe, from which they ſuddenly vary ; for out of thele pre- 
rended bundred places of. Scripture to trove the Holy Penmen called their 
t#ritings the word of Ged; they only bid us take rwo or three, 36. 
Fer. 4. Baruch wrote from the. Month of Feremiah all the words of the 
Lerd, v. to they are called the words of Feremiah, and yet in the 
2. ard 11. verſes the words of the Loyd, add to theſe Veries, 6, 11, 
I3. 16. 17 18, 34; 27, and 32. Where they are called the words 
of the Lord, abs{e wards, aud the words, &c. which were wrote with 
Ink in the Back or Roll, which the King of Fudah burnt. Bur he could 
not burn the word of the Lord which came unto Feremazh, tor 
that remained when the writifig was burne, and after cae King 
had burnt it, the word of the Lord again came to Feremiaz, and 
required him to take another Roll, and write jn it all che former 
werds thar were inthe firſt Roll, which Feboiachirr the King of 
Fudah had burnt. 36.Fer. 27, 28. herefore that word that Came a- 
gain to. Jerem.could not be the Ro# or Bok tha: was burnt, uit it was 
the word of theLord which gave unto him theſe words which were 
written in the Roll. We could not have a more apt proof againit our 
Oppoſers,for ourD*ſtinftion berweenthe word of God, (which came 
totheProphets beiore they writScrip:ure) and the /2yinzs or words 
of rheLotd.and of hisProphers written in theScriprures;and this che 
Peopie.called Qualiors profeſs, and will ezfily grant them, Bur 
this will not fatis'y theſe conceited witty Athentans, for they will 
reeds not only have is, that the Holy Penmen call their writings the 
word, but they will have this very place of Fer. <>. 36. for their 
Principal proot, 

And whar's their moſt pregnant proot therein piay ? Not that 
theſe are the words of the Lord; nor that theſe are the words of Jeremi- 
ah, v. 6.10. tor this we freely grant them. But now their Blow 
and Proof comes with a Bang upon the Quakers. Nor will 
their filly Evaſion help that *tis words not word, for in the firſt Verſe of 
the ſame Chatter, tis ſaid, this word came 0 Feremiah from the Lord . .. 
rake thee a Roll of a Book, tc. But here they fallaciouſly 
leaveout [ſaying] after [Lord] in which chapter there are the 
words and ſayings, which the word that thus came to Feremzah 
faid.Surely this word which came to Jer.it was neither the Rol] nor 
the Writing therein ; for Baruch wrote it at the mouth of Feremiah 
after the word of the Lord came unto him, ard it was the ſame? 
word of the Lord that came again unto him, after che Roll and 
Writing in it was burar, that had the words of the Lord written 
in it, yea the very ſame word of the Lord, that cauſed all the for- 
mer words that were in the firſt Roll, to be written again in another 
Roll; conſequently that writing Roll or Book could not be the word 
that came to Feremiah, and which was as 4 Fire zn Dis Bones, and 45 
4 Hammar and a.Sword, therefore he well diſtinguiſhed between 
the word of the Lord, and the words of the Lord, as alſo where 
is ſaid Fer. 1. 2. The words of Feremiab, &c. t9 whm the word of 
the Lord came. Ard Ch. 51. 64. Thus far the words of Feremiah. 

I ſuppoſe theſe Adverſaries will not adventure to ſay, that the 
Bible came to Feremiab, nor that all the Holy Penmens writings 
in Scripture came to Jeremiah 3 or were that word which came to 
him. How ſhort are theythen of Scripture proof for their poſicion, 
and charge? And what a hard (but impertinent) ſhifc are they 
pur to © prove it, when on Fer. 36. 1. they al!leadge, viz. Where 
afe many more words than ore, tho the ſingular is uled for the tlural, 4 
common (cheme of fpeech in all Nations. A meer ſhife indeed, bur 
they wrong the Prophet here allo, for he does nor here uſe thar 
Impropriety of fiogular for plural], but ſpeaks diſticftly of the 
word of 112 Lord, which came to him, and the words of the Lord 
wrirten with Ink in the Book or Roll ; to conclude this point 
we are {o far from cantemning, Or undervaluing the Holy Scriptures, 
that we grant them to be ( or contain) the words of Crod, and 
aſcribe Holineſs ro the Divine Truths therein contained (nor to 
the meer Letters, Chara&ers, or Writings 1n Ink and Paper) 
and we are conſcienciouſly concerned 1n keeping *o the Scripture 
Language, in calling them what they call rhemſeives, and 11) Cal- 
Jing hir: (Chrifi) the word of God who was before all Scriptures 
or Writings were. IR 

And however tho they ſayChrift is /guratviely,the word of Ged 
yet he is fo called more properly than ſo to call the Bible,Books;or 
Writings from the beginning ofGeneſis,t0 the end of the Revelation, 
infomuch that many ſo trequently cailing the Biblethe word of God 
withour diſtinCtion, and ſo little minding the Eternal, Internal liv- 
ing Word, that many People are kept fo 1gnorant, that they know 
no other word, nor what they may ſo call but the Bible, Books, 
or oarward Writings: *Tis to be Jamented to fee the ſenſe of the 
ingrafted word in the Hear: ſo much loſt, by many poot ignorance 
Souls. : 

To their loud-clamorous and general Charge, That the Duakers 
term their own blalphemous writings the word of the Lord ; and this 
more than ox6e repeated, 'tis too groſs and t20 general to be true, 
therefore in the name and behalf of the People called Quakers I 
deny their Charge, and ſuppoſe any one hath ſo termed any book;, 
paper or papers of his (which ye" I may not grant till proved) this 
will be no-proof.of their general Charge upon the Quakers, that 
they ſo term their Writings, much Jets that they are blaſphemous, 


- and I do nor believe any of us have fo termed thejr Writings, Pa- 


pers or Books, withour reference to the internal word of Life, or 
"Fnmediane movings thereof tc write, or declare, 


realfty of theſe weighty rr attcrs aforelaid, of cur Savicars Dearh 
ara \Reſurreftiom, Gc. we have really believed as the Scriptures de» 
Clare, ard I amto cxamn.ine theſe mens p1eter ced procof,ellewhere, 
againſt us. | 

T heſe Athenians ſeem to make a great buzzing Noiſe againſt the 
People called Quakers, whom they very grefly and fa]ily accuſe, 
for Idollizing and formally Prayirg to ezch otker, for which ge. 
nera] Calumny and Slander their chi: f inſtarce is « bout twv Ler- 
rers, the one pretended to be Foſtab Ceales, ard the other Fobn 
Audlands, tor which they quoic Fallces beck, ard Francis Bugs for 
thetr Authoaity ; and then having taken tkeir Citations upon eruſt 
they ſubjoined, viz. with all theſe Blaſphemies when they were cbarged. 
Here they prerend to cite Geerge Whutheads Anſwer, tho they cite 
but one Queſtion cur of it, quoting [rnccency agairſt Envy, Pp. 18 
Wherein I muſt tell them they Þave dealr very diſirgeniouſly, by 
G1, in this vety matter ; leaving out kis previous Queſtions to 
Bygg about the ſaid 2 Letters, as alſo his following Anſwer and 
Teitimony, which were thus, vi3, * As to his Charge of Idola- 
*try, 1 Kot Blaſphemous Names and T itlesgivento G.F, p. 29, 
"from two Letters, the ore from Tel. Cole, ard the other from 
* 7. 4. We qucſtiou whether he has mruly ciced them,and eſpeci- 
* a;ly that frem}J. 24. How proves he they are theirs as cited? Ard we 
* are ſure that the man G. Fox, did own himſelf a Servant of our 
© Lerd Jefus Chrift, and &id preach ard pray in his Name; and to 
hum, ard not in hs own 3 as many T houſards can reſtifie, 

All thele recited Paſſages both Queſtions and Teftimony, theſe 
Aihenians ave uutairly lettout; alcho the faid G. W, appears more 
poſitive about the 2 ſaid Letters, preterded ro be Jef. Coats, and 
Zohn Audlands, in kis Treatiſe againſt Byze, intieulcd, the Conten« 
Lious Apoſiate, ani his Blow Refelled, p. 23. G.IW. Wordsare theſe 
(againſt Pugg) viz, © He hath acculed F. C. and F. 4. (both long 
* ince deccalcd;)' with 1dolatrous and Blaſphemous Names and 
* Titles given ro Man; Prayersgiven or offered to G. F. Deifying 
*and Adoring him, &c. f. 7. in two Letters before mentioned, 
* which I have not ony queſtioned the Truth of his Citation there- 
© of, bur diſowned. Etpecially the latter, 2s cited by F. B, who 
* hath alſo varied in his citation thereof, nor hath he gone abour 


** to prove either that they are truly cited by him, bur rather the 


* contrary by his manifeſt variation therein, ſo that ſill ie re- 
* mains for F. B. (to whom I may now 2dd, and for theſe Athenj- 
* ans) to prove that the Perſons charged (z.e.) F.C. and }, 4. 
* were the Authors of the faid Lerrers, as Cited by him which I do 
*nor believe nor own, nor can I underſtand them ro be Prayers, 
* as he calls them, when there is not to much as the form of a 
* Prayer jn them, Theſe things conſidered F. B,'s Clamours a- 
* fainſt us, of juſtifying Idolatry and Blaſphemy, ec. do all fall 
to the ground, as meer empty and envious R ailery and Abuſe. 

- And now to you preteldled Athenians, in the Caſe in hand : 1 
am perſwaded you*] have cauſe to be aſhamed of F. Bzggs Autho- 
rity, which you have fo cordially eſpouſed, If you inſpeft how 
he has been detected and juſtly charged, as a ſelf condemned Apeſtare ; 
And fince you have been ſo credulous of his, and Jobn F aldoes, Au» 
thority about the rwo Letters aforeſaid, I have reaſon to bring 
the matter more cloſely upon you. Firſt, cauſe appears to us to 
deny both their and your Citation thereof, to be juſtly or truly 
made ; Bugg varied tn his in two differing Cirations (ard ſo have 
ſome of the Baptiſts lately) We do not believe eihter of them to 
be perfect intire Copies of the whole Origina! Letrers, but ra« 
taexg corrupted, minced and perverted,celignedly by the evil mind- 
ed Perſons (if not fiftitious Forgeries) efpecialiy the latter.! Both 
Prayers and Praiſes may be aſcribed to Giod and Chriſt, in a Let- 
ter to a Friend, which by an Enemy, poſſibly may be eafily per- 
verted, and cireCted ro the Perſon to whom the Letter is directed. 
How prove you they are rrue and perteft Copies, £5 cited d 2. 
You bave made your Charge ard Ind:iQtwent, for 14lizing, and 
formally praying to each other ; general apaiult the Cuakers, and *tis 

high matter of FaCctf aud Criminal. That is charged by 

you. Ir touches not only 2. or 3 particular Perſons, but alfo 

the People called Quakers in general, in wlioſe behalt I thercfore 

plead not guilry, and your proof muſt eicher De as general as your 

Charge, or elie you'll come off but taintlv. 3. And if you'l place 

jour Geners] Charge on the ſaid rw o Ierters, as cited (tho no 

juſt way of arguing) [ am perſwaded the firft. (ze. Þ, fs which 

you ſay Mr. Pen has it ſeems undertz\en to deferd, ſuppoſe it as it 

1s, which yet I queſtion), will not atnount to ary real or poſitive 

proot of their Charge againſt him tin perricvlar, much lefs again i 

the People called Quakers in general, who are uncorcerred in jt 

Fourthly, Since you are ſo credulcus, {> general, and fo loud in; 

your Charge; we may reaionably expect from you, exact and 

punctual proof cf both the faid Letters as cited, and as before pro- 

poſed, either by producing the Originais to compare them by, or 

ſufficient credible wirnefſes thereof* that are no parties nor cur 

profeſſed Adverſaries or Enemies, as both Brgg ard Faldo ate, 4, 

As for the latter, faid to be ]. 4s we do poſitively deny it as it is 

Cited in yours; and doubt not bur we can eafily clear both the 

men (and G.F. alſo) from your odious charge, ard that upon their 

own profeſſed Chriſtian Principle, and declared 1n:tentions in their 

own books extant, ard that they did not own or worſhip any o- 

ther nd xr Chriſi, than the very ſame, who is the only begotten 

of God, of whom the Holy Scriptures do ceſt ht : Nor could they 

ever inter;dto aſcribe any Dignity ot Glory. that 1s only peculiar 

to Chriſt Jeſus) to the perſon of any mortal upon Earth, accord + 

ing to their own profeſſed principle. We knowing them /alſo to 

be both underſtanding and honeſt men, fearing C3od and Miniſters 


HFS ® o Their Charge and Accuſation of Twning the moſt (atred Truths of of Jeſus Chriſt (the ooly begottan Son of Giod) in their day and 
£  4rbeboipture into Fejane Allegories,' we alſo fincerely deny, together time. 


The Reader may expe to hear further from us (if the Lord 
he Abuſe of rheſe Adverſaries ſcandalous inys- 
of Ciod, COmnm ol) 


£ __ 7 ti cheir ſubſequent Charge, of :urning atl, both our Sau'ours Death ; 
|  Reſurreffion , Heaven and Hell into Alegory: Which is fo groſs. will) to maniteſt rhe Abr 
>* urk. chat I. never kv any eto [ chat. ever. - dar - 0 Nays b #nd #0 vindia \ 
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